
CORRESPONDENCE
IN LIEU OF 

DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, JANUARY 31, 2005

I. MAYOR 

*1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor’s News Conference at 10:00 a.m. - January
27th - RE: Plans for the 5th Annual Abraham Lincoln Birthday Celebration;
Creation of Lincoln/Lancaster County Citizen Corps Council; Award of $2
million in Federal grant to local agencies serving the homeless.

*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Workshop To Focus On Intelligent Transportation
Systems Projects - (See Release) 

II. DIRECTORS 

BUILDING & SAFETY 

*1. Memo from Mike Merwick - RE: Requests for Special Addresses - (See
Memo) 

FINANCE/BUDGET -

*1. Response E-Mail from Don Herz, Finance Director to Paul Haith - RE: City
purchasing authority - (See E-Mail) 

*2. Material from Steve Hubka, Budget Officer - RE:  January Sales Tax Receipts
for November Sales - (See Material)

PARKS & RECREATION

*1. Memo & Copy of NEBRASKAland magazine RE:  Saline Wetland
Conservation Partnership & 2003-04 Progress Report- (See Memo - Magazine
sent to Council in 01-27-05 Packet)

*2. Memo from Lynn Johnson - RE: E-Mail message from Peter Katt regarding
the Antelope Valley project - (See Memo) 
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PLANNING

*1. Letter from Tom Cajka to Terry Rothanzl - RE: Vintage Heights 21st Addition
Final Plat #04118-S. 98th & Pine Lake Road - (See Letter) 

*2. Material from Duncan Ross - RE: CPA. 04021 Airport West Subarea Plan
Proposed NW 40th/38th  Roadway Amendment - (See Material) 

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

*1. Public Works & Utilities ADVISORY - RE: Open House regarding the
following roadway projects in the vicinity of South 56th Street and Pine Lake
Road: - (See ADVISORY)  

III. CITY CLERK 

*1. Letter from Tim Powers, Contempo/Lincoln Manager - RE: Opposition to
Paving District on West Benton Street -(See Letter)

IV. COUNCIL

 A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JONATHAN COOK 

1. Request to Public Works & Utilities Department - RE: Snow plowed onto
sidewalks repeatedly (RFI#122 - 01/11/05) 

ANNETTE McROY

1. Request to Larry Worth, StarTran - RE: StarTran Policies (RFI#163-01/21/05).
— 1.)  SEE RESPONSE FROM LARRY WORTH, STARTRAN
RECEIVED ON RFI#163 - 01/24/05. 
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V. MISCELLANEOUS

*1. E-Mail from David Oenbring - RE: Hammons Hotel - (See E-Mail) 

*2. E-Mail with Attachment from Fred Freytag, President, Witherbee
Neighborhood Association - RE: In Support of 48th & “O” St. Redevelopment
-(Council received copies of this E-Mail on 1/24/05 during Formal Council
Meeting)(See Attachments)  

*3 Letter from Ralph R. Marlette - RE: City of Lincoln Projects and Budget
Priorities (See Letter)

*4. Letter from Jack Smith - RE:  Changes to made to Increase Pedestrian Safety
at 11th and 10th & “O” Streets (See letter and enclosures)

*5. Article sent by Keith Hatfield - RE: Higher impact fees make sense - (See
Article)   

*6. Letter from Ron Davis to Larry Worth, StarTran - RE: The latest StarTran bus
route changes - (See Letter)  

*7. E-Mail from Mary Harris Rauner - RE: Revenue through January 15th - (See
E-Mail)  

VI.  ADJOURNMENT

*HELD OVER UNTIL FEBRUARY 7, 2005. 

da013105/tjg





CITY OF II NCOlN
NEBRASKA

MAYORCOLEENJ.SENG linco/n.ne.goy

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Engineering Services, 531 Westgate Blvd., Lincoln, NE 68528, 441-7711, fax 441-6576

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: January 24,2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Virendra Singh, Engineering Services, 441-7835

WORKSHOP TO FOCUS ON
INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS PROJECTS

A workshop on transportation safety and efficiency projects is set for 2 to 4:30 p.m. Thursday, January
27 at the Walt Branch Library, 6701 South 14th Street, in Lincoln. This is the third workshop of the
I3-county Southeast Nebraska Regional Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Architecture project.
Previous workshops attracted more than 100 participants, including transportation officials, office holders,
law enforcement personnel and emergency services providers.

"This is the next step, as we discuss the potential projects that could work collectively to address the
transportation needs of the I3-county study area," said Virendra Singh, City Project Manager. "It is at the
project level that agency representatives will actively work together to build the future of ITS in southeast
Nebraska." An ITS fact sheet and list ofprojects are attached.

In addition to enhancing safety and efficiency, the goals of the project are to:. Provide enhanced and timely traveler information.. Enhance services, such as transit and emergency response.. Increase the ability of different agencies to work together more efficiently.. Provide travelers with reliable and accurate weather and roadway information.

The workshop will be interactive to encourage dialogue between attendees and the project team. This
workshop is an opportunity to gain an in-depth understanding of the many ITS projects applicable to the
region. Singh said stakeholder input is very important as the final architecture project approaches
completion.

Additional workshop activities include:. Reviewing project sequencing, including implementation timelines.
. Learning applicable ITS standards for sharing information and technologies.
. Discussing interagency agreements.

The City of Lincoln is the lead agency for the project, which also is sponsored by the Federal Highway
Administration, the Nebraska Department of Roads and Lancaster County. The other counties involved in
the project are Butler, Cass, Gage, Jefferson, Johnson, Nemaha, Otoe, Pawnee, Richardson, Saline,
Saunders and Seward. The ITS project is scheduled to be completed by March 2005. For more
information, see the Public Works and Utilities section of the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov or contact
Virendra Singh at 441-7835.
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INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
FACT SHEET

When did Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) technology help you?
. As you were driving along a state or federal highway, you saw a message

sign announcing a closed exit, the date of the closure and alternate routes.
. You were able to check road conditions, weather forecasts and work zones

along your planned route by dialing 511 on your cell phone.
. You called for medical assistance, and emergency services personnel were

dispatched.

How could ITS help residents of southeast Nebraska in the future?
. Public schools and law enforcement could be automatically notified when a

school bus was off its normal schedule or route.
. Traffic signals could be automatically adjusted based on current traffic

conditions
. In the event of a local or regional disaster, the lines of communication

would be open in all geographic areas between dispatch personnel and
emergency service providers.

What are some potential uses of ITS?
. Traffic signals could be coordinated to reduce vehicle stops and delays.
. Travelers could get information about traffic incidents, weather, work

zones, detours and bus arrival times as well as automatic route guidance
based on current traffic conditions

. Emergency management and communication between agencies could be
enhanced.

. Emergency and road maintenance vehicles could have the benefits of

computer-aided dispatching.. Emergency vehicles could have priority at traffic signals.
. Security monitoring could be possible for public areas such as major

bridges and rest areas.
. School buses, emergency vehicles and road maintenance vehicles could use

automatic vehicle location technology.. Technology could be used for highway incident detection, response and
('.lp~r~n('.p
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SOUTHEAST NEBRASKA REGIONAL ITS ARCHITECTURE PROJECT LIST
These projects were selected to meet transportation safety, security and efficiency needs identified by the
Proiect Stakeholders. The left column "No." is for Quick oroiect reference and not an indication of orioritv.

I No. . Project Title Project Stakeholders
I Flood Monitorinn Svstem-1 -I NDOR Cit\f of Li~coln

2 I Maintenance Vehicle Trackinn I NDOR
I NDoR3 I Automated Gate Closure

4 I NDOR District 1 District Ooerations Center (DOC1) I NDOR Citv of Lincoln
5 I Citv of Lincoln and NDOROoerations Coordinatio~ I NDOR Cit~ of Lincoln
6 I D\1~amic Messane Sinn Exoansion I NDOR Cit~ of Lincoln
7

- --

Emergency Services Coordination
-

NDOR, NSP, NEMA, City of Lincoln, ARNG, Local
Citv & Count\! Anencies Local Media

8
9

I Citv of Lincoln Traffic Manaf1ement Center (TMC) I Cit~ of Lincoln- -

City of Lincoln Joint Operations Center
-

City of Lincoln, NDOR, Lancaster County, Local
Media
Cit of Lincoln
Cit of Lincoln
StarTran
StarT ran
Citv of Lincoln

10 I Citv of Lincoln Emernencv Vehicle Imorovements
11 I Cit~ of Lincoln Traffi~ Sin~al ReslJons'8 ImlJrovements
12 I StarTran Automated Vehicle Location (AVL)
13 I StarTran Transit Information Imoroven:;ents
14 I Cit\( of Lincoln Traffic Camera Exoansion
15

- .
Infrastructure Security Monitoring

-
Local City & County Agencies, NSP, NDOR,
NEMA Cit\! of Lincoln Lancaster Count\!

I NDORm NDOR Traffic Cam~ra Exn~nsion
17 Local Emergency Management Computer Aided

Disoatch
Local City & County Agencies, Lancaster County

18
.

Regional Communications Improvements NDOR, Local City & County Agencies, Lancaster
Countv. City of Lincoln. NSP. NEMA

19 I Portable Weinh-in-Motion I NDOR NSP Local Cit;; Count\( and Anencies
20

-
Expansion of NDOR Speed Monitoring NDOR, City of Lincoln, Lancaster County, Local

Cit\/ & Count" Anencies
21 Multi-Jurisdictional Transit Coordination

- --

Local City, County and Agencies, StarTran,
Lancaster County transit, Metro Area Transit
(Omaha)

22 I Local EmerClencv Vehicle Imorovements I Local Citv & Countv Anencies Lancaster Countv

25 I Urban Camera Coordination
26 I Citv of Lincoln Maintenance Vehicle Trackinn

Cit of Lincoln, NDOR, UNL
Cit of Lincoln
Cit of Lincoln, NDOR, UNL
NDOR
NDOR

271 Pa~kin(1 and Event Mana(1ement Im~rnvements
28 I Trailbl~zer SiC1nane
291 Ramo Meteri~q
30 I Locai Countv Maintenance Vehicle Trackinn I Local Citv & Countv Anencies Lancaster Countv
31 I Citv of Lincoln Smart Grade Crossin" I Citv of Lincoln. Raiiroad Comoanies

I Cit~ of Lincoln NDOR32 I Cit~ of Lincoln Automated Traffic Enforcement

35 I Local Transit Vehicle Trackinn 1 L()c~1 Cit\1 & CmJnt\1 A~~~ci~~ L~nc~~ter Count"
36 I Local Anencl/ Smar1 Grade Crossinn I Local Cit~ & Counties Anencies NDOR



Date:  January 27, 2005

To: City Council

From: Mike Merwick, Director of Bldg & Safety

Re: Requests for Special Addresses

On January 31, 2004 Council agenda #25 there is a request for a special address.  This is some
additional information on this subject:.

1.  During the past twelve months Building & Safety Department received the following requests 
for special addresses.  All of these requests were denied:

Westfield Gateway Mall
44 Corporate Place Office Park
Home Depot 
NBC Center
East Park Plaza
South Point Mall

On January 26, 2005, the Department was contacted by a car dealership who was seeking
information on having a special address called I-80 Auto Plex.

2.  Building & Safety and several other Departments are currently half completed in updating a
three year project to correct the address file so that emergency services, post office and citizens
can easily and quickly access addresses in our community.  

3.  A special address can create a problem for the 911 Center as they enter a special address that
would not connect to the normal address street file.

4.  Although only businesses have requested special addresses so far, special addresses could
come from single family residences.

Any questions contact Terry Kathe, 441-6447, in the Building & Safety Department.

Krekmc\merwick\ltrs\council-vanity addr



dherz@ci.lincoln.ne.us

01/27/2005 09:44 AM

To: Paul Haith <phaith@alltel.net>
cc: coby@liba.org, council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, MBowen@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject: Re: City purchasing authority

January 27, 2005

Mr. Paul Haith
2010 South 80th Street
Lincoln, NE  68506

Dear Mr. Haith:

Mayor Seng asked that I respond to your questions about the authority to
issue long term debt to purchase fire engines.

The City is purchasing the new fire engines through a lease/purchase
agreement in which the City is making lease payments over a ten year
period.  During the term of this lease, the lenders own proportionate
shares of the lease and receive interest payments in addition to the
repayments of the lease.  The annual payments are treated as rent and the
annual rent payment is required to be included in the City Department’s
annual operating budget.

You can review City Ordinance number 18409 on the City of Lincoln’s web
site to find the City Council approval of this transaction.  The link is as
follows:

      http://www.lincoln.ne.gov/asp/city/DocMan.asp?vRecNum=60694

You will need to click on the document number to view the entire twenty
page ordinance.

The specific legal authority for this type of transaction is State Statute
15-201.02.  This law states:

Purchase of personal property; installment contracts authorized.

      In  addition  to any other powers granted to it by law, a city of the
      primary  class  may enter into installment contracts for the purchase
      of  personal  property.   Such  contracts need not be restricted to a
      single  year  and  may  provide  for  the purchase of the property in
      installment payments to be paid over more than one fiscal year.  This
      section shall be in addition to and notwithstanding the provisions of
      a home rule charter.

Only significant, non-routine items are considered for lease/purchase. The
City of Lincoln does not use this authority for most of its equipment
purchases.  Routine equipment purchases that recur from year to year are
generally paid 100% at time of purchase.

The City’s annual audited financial statements disclose the amount of
equipment that is being purchased over a period of more than one year under
a lease/purchase agreement.  At August 31, 2004, $206,597 of $65,515,482
(0.315%) of equipment paid through tax dollars had been purchased in this
manner.  Our business-type funds had purchased $2,297,420 of $25,972,534
(8.852%) in this manner.  The most significant purchase in the
business-type funds includes ambulances and turf equipment for our golf



courses.  The purchase of the fire engines was not completed by August 31,
2004.  This transaction will be reflected in the financial statements for
the year ending August 31, 2005.

In addition to the legal authority, it makes sense to ask that the taxpayer
that will benefit in the future from the use of these fire engines pay a
proportionate share of the cost, rather than asking that the entire burden
be absorbed by today’s taxpayer.  This concept is called interperiod equity
in the government and not-for-profit sector. In the private business sector
it is referred to as the matching concept.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Don Herz
Finance Director

Cc:   Mayor Coleen J. Seng
      Lincoln City Council
      Lincoln Independent Business Association

|---------+---------------------------->
|         |           Mayor            |
|         |           Sent by: Mark D  |
|         |           Bowen            |
|         |                            |
|         |                            |
|         |           01/21/2005 04:05 |
|         |           PM               |
|         |                            |
|---------+---------------------------->
  
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------|
  |                                                                                       
|
  |       To:      Paul Haith <phaith@alltel.net>                                         
|
  |       cc:      coby@liba.org, council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, Donald R 
Herz/Notes                                                  |
  |       Subject: Re: City purchasing authority(Document link: Donald R Herz)            
|
  
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------|

January 21, 2005

Paul Haith
phaith@alltel.net
2010 S. 80th St.
Lincoln, NE  68506



Dear Mr. Haith:
I received your emailed question about the lease/purchase of the fire
pumper trucks.  I am forwarding your question to Don Herz, the City Finance
Director.  Mr. Herz will provide the answer explaining the purchasing
authority available to the City and your other questions regarding bonding
and long term debt.

Sincerely,
Coleen J. Seng
Mayor of Lincoln

cc:   Don Herz, Director, City Finance Department
      City Council
      LIBA

|---------+---------------------------->
|         |           Paul Haith       |
|         |           <phaith@alltel.ne|
|         |           t>               |
|         |                            |
|         |           01/19/2005 12:39 |
|         |           PM               |
|         |                            |
|---------+---------------------------->
  
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------|
  |                                                                                       
|
  |       To:       mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us                                                
|
  |       cc:       council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, coby@liba.org                               
|
  |       Subject:  City purchasing authority                                             
|
  
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------|

Now that the contract to purcahse new fire trucks has been awarded, I
have found out that the money to purchase the fire trucks was borrowed
money and not part of the City budget.
I would like to know what the  legal basis is that the city has to
obligate the tax payers of Lincoln to long term debt.  In addition, I
would like to know what other purchases have been made by borrowing over
periods of time that exceed one year and a total amount of dollars that
the City owes in long term debt that has not been approved by the tax
payers through the issuance of voter approved bonds.  I do not need
exact amounts but an approximate estimate would be appreciated.

Paul Haith
2010 S. 80th St.
Lincoln, NE  68506
402-489-0093





             Actual Compared to 
           Projected Sales Tax Collections

VARIANCE
2004-05 2004-05 FROM $ CHANGE % CHANGE

PROJECTED ACTUAL PROJECTED FR. 03-04 FR. 03-04
SEPTEMBER $4,515,734 $4,512,303 ($3,431) $128,424 2.93%

OCTOBER $4,727,381 $4,541,471 ($185,910) ($18,923) -0.41%
NOVEMBER $4,759,942 $4,586,261 ($173,681) $279,549 6.49%
DECEMBER $4,303,478 $4,174,828 ($128,650) $251,162 6.40%
JANUARY $4,547,686 $4,043,044 ($504,642) ($233,565) -5.46%

FEBRUARY $5,600,491
MARCH $4,156,954
APRIL $3,907,319
MAY $4,536,832
JUNE $4,357,746
JULY $4,477,137

AUGUST $4,737,625

TOTAL $54,628,325 $21,857,907 ($996,314) $406,648 1.90%



GROSS SALES TAX COLLECTIONS 
(WITH REFUNDS ADDED BACK IN)

1999-2000 THROUGH 2004-2005

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR
1999-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003 YEAR 2003-2004 YEAR 2004-2005 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $3,592,214 $3,758,935 $3,844,150 $4,239,938 10.30% $4,453,875 5.05% $4,648,160 4.36%

OCTOBER $3,831,639 $4,273,028 $4,116,763 $4,464,191 8.44% $4,670,587 4.62% $4,706,690 0.77%

NOVEMBER $4,067,052 $4,060,765 $4,125,824 $4,407,744 6.83% $4,526,166 2.69% $4,687,792 3.57%

DECEMBER $3,668,154 $3,824,569 $3,855,906 $4,034,958 4.64% $4,314,111 6.92% $4,500,338 4.32%

JANUARY $3,896,477 $3,968,572 $4,140,990 $4,046,633 -2.28% $4,335,924 7.15% $4,264,010 -1.66%

FEBRUARY $4,917,238 $4,895,886 $4,982,568 $5,224,986 4.87% $5,531,405 5.86%

MARCH $3,259,926 $3,731,090 $3,908,567 $4,076,943 4.31% $3,980,041 -2.38%
 

APRIL $3,454,776 $3,126,694 $3,641,403 $3,711,803 1.93% $3,889,388 4.78%

MAY $4,098,255 $4,061,857 $3,949,873 $4,184,028 5.93% $4,602,788 10.01%

JUNE $3,619,721 $3,741,325 $3,856,119 $4,169,550 8.13% $4,599,245 10.31%

JULY $3,948,039 $3,804,895 $4,033,350 $4,105,554 1.79% $4,391,257 6.96%

AUGUST $4,062,654 $4,093,476 $4,231,174 $4,402,156 4.04% $4,893,438 11.16%

TOTAL $46,416,145 $47,341,091 $48,686,688 $51,068,484 4.89% $54,188,225 6.11% $22,806,991 2.27%#DIV/0! #DIV/0!
Year to date vs.

 previous year
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CITY OF LINCOLN
SALES TAX REFUNDS

1999-2000 THROUGH 2004-2005

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR
1999-00 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003 YEAR 2003-2004 YEAR 2004-2005 YEAR

SEPTEMBER (107,766) ($472,215) ($646,545) ($48,531) -92.49% ($69,997) 44.23% ($135,858) 94.09%

OCTOBER (375,346) ($127,363) ($379,290) ($64,605) -82.97% ($110,193) 70.56% ($165,219) 49.94%

NOVEMBER (123,176) ($448,872) ($132,336) ($134,088) 1.32% ($219,454) 63.66% ($101,531) -53.73%

DECEMBER (36,049) ($193,085) ($240,014) ($177,459) -26.06% ($390,445) 120.02% ($325,510) -16.63%

JANUARY (1,145,096) ($352,999) ($74,082) ($306,467) 313.68% ($59,315) -80.65% ($220,967) 272.53%

FEBRUARY (8,072) ($115,206) ($509,277) ($61,404) -87.94% ($323,218) 426.38% ($226,227) -30.01%

MARCH (196,501) ($303,779) ($428,507) ($17,601) -95.89% ($22,759) 29.30%

APRIL (219,339) ($478,438) ($333,878) ($281,861) -15.58% ($199,018) -29.39%

MAY (200,539) ($79,461) ($176,292) ($275,081) 56.04% ($155,787) -43.37%

JUNE (108,185) ($47,618) ($127,168) ($138,914) 9.24% ($194,593) 40.08%

JULY (193,310) ($235,932) ($181,863) ($563,339) 209.76% ($42,086) -92.53%

AUGUST (155,756) $0 ($63,949) ($341,868) 434.60% ($531,884) 55.58%

TOTAL (2,869,134) ($2,854,968) ($3,293,201) ($2,411,218) -26.78% ($2,318,751) -3.83% ($1,175,311) 0.23%
Year to date vs.
previous year



CITY OF LINCOLN
NET SALES TAX COLLECTIONS

1999-2000 THROUGH 2004-2005

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR.
1999-00 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003 YEAR 2003-2004 YEAR 2004-2005 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $3,484,448 $3,286,720 $3,197,606 $4,191,407 31.08% $4,383,878 4.59% $4,512,303 2.93%

OCTOBER $3,456,293 $4,145,665 $3,737,474 $4,399,587 17.72% $4,560,394 3.66% $4,541,471 -0.41%

NOVEMBER $3,982,687 $3,611,894 $3,993,488 $4,273,655 7.02% $4,306,712 0.77% $4,586,261 6.49%

DECEMBER $3,668,154 $3,631,485 $3,615,893 $3,857,499 6.68% $3,923,666 1.72% $4,174,828 6.40%

JANUARY $2,751,381 $3,615,574 $4,066,908 $3,740,166 -8.03% $4,276,609 14.34% $4,043,044 -5.46%

FEBRUARY $4,909,166 $4,780,680 $4,473,291 $5,163,582 15.43% $5,208,187 0.86%

MARCH $3,063,425 $3,427,311 $3,480,060 $4,059,342 16.65% $3,957,283 -2.51%

APRIL $3,235,437 $2,648,256 $3,307,525 $3,429,942 3.70% $3,690,371 7.59%

MAY $3,897,718 $3,982,395 $3,773,581 $3,908,947 3.59% $4,447,001 13.76%

JUNE $3,497,973 $3,693,707 $3,728,951 $4,030,637 8.09% $4,404,651 9.28%

JULY $3,948,039 $3,568,964 $3,851,488 $3,542,215 -8.03% $4,349,171 22.78%

AUGUST $3,906,898 $4,093,476 $4,167,224 $4,060,288 -2.57% $4,361,554 7.42%

TOTAL $43,801,620 $44,486,126 $45,393,489 $48,657,267 7.19% $51,869,477 6.60% $21,857,906 1.90%
Year to date vs.
previous year
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Memorandum

January 26, 2005

TO: City Council members

FR: Lynn Johnson, Parks and Recreation

RE: E-mail message from Peter Katt regarding the Antelope Valley project

Cc: Mayor Coleen Seng
______________________________________________________________________________

I received a copy of Peter Katt’s e-mail of January 19, 2005 concerning public art associated with
the Antelope Valley project.

Mr. Katt is certainly entitled to his opinion that public art is just “the pretty” and Antelope Valley
is a “Beast”.  This major public project includes public parks, trails and other “people places”. 
Lincoln has a long and proud tradition of enhancing major public spaces with artworks that are
often privately funded. The Antelope Valley project has always been envisioned to continue
Lincoln’s best traditions for parks and public works projects. It is important that opportunies for
future public art installations in Antelope Valley be identified during the during the design phases,
and we are striving to accomplish this.  A funding strategy has yet to be determined, but will likely
rely heavily upon grants and donations.  We have made commitments to the community that
Antelope Valley will a “Beauty” when completed - not Mr. Katt’s “Beast”.







City Council - County Board
December 8, 2004 Draft
Airport West Subarea Plan
Amendment Request Form

Requesting Party: County Board

Date: January 26, 2005

Title: Amendment A - NW 40th/38th Street Alignment

Request: At the request of Barbara Erickson, a property owner at 3900 West
Holdrege Street, move the NW 40th/38th  future roadway east of her
property as shown on the attached map, and amend text where
necessary.

Specific sections of the December 8, 2004 draft Subarea Plan to be amended as shown
on the attached map are:

1. Figure 2, Airport West Subarea Plan, page 9 to reflect attached map;

2. Figure 3, Transportation Plan, page 22 to reflect attached map; and

3. Amend text Under New Major Roadways on page 21 as follows:

! NW 40th/ 38th Street:  Minor arterial and industrial/commercial collector with 2-lanes plus turn-
lanes.  The new roadway will run from West “O” Street to US 34.  This new facility will provide a
parallel north/south arterial with NW 48th Street, that will help circulate and move traffic, and
provide access to newly developable areas during the planning period.  Between West Adams
and West Cuming, the roadway is designated as a collector street.  Traffic benefits were apparent
in the modeling of this facility, and it is possible that once constructed this facility should be
identified as a truck route.  This roadway will provide continuous movement from SW 40th Street,
south of West “O” Street.  This roadway will require a new grade separated crossing of Interstate
80, and this facility should be considered for a bike trail facility to help develop the trail system. 
This new roadway will require further coordination with the Nebraska Department of Roads.  North
of West Holdrege Street, the alignment is shifted to approximately NW 38th Street to provide
greater separation with residential subdivisions along the NW 40th Street section line, and to align
with the NW 38th Street corridor within the Air Park West Industrial Park.   The alignment of NW
40th/38th Street, between West Vine Street and West Adams Street is generally east of NW 40th

Street.  This alignment will be reviewed as part of the design and evaluation of this roadway.  A
connection with US Highway 34 may or may not remain at the existing NW 31st Street access
point.  This proposed roadway, Interstate crossing, and connection with US Highway 34 will need
further study. 
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January 26, 2005

The City of Lincoln, Department of Public Works would like to take this opportunity to invite
you to an open house regarding the following roadway projects in the vicinity of South 56th
Street and Pine Lake Road:

Pine Lake Road; 40th Street - 61st Street
Project 700014

South 56th Street; Old Cheney Road - Shadow Pines Drive
Project 701763

South 56th Street; Thompson Creek Boulevard - Yankee Hill Road
Project 701764

Pine Lake Road; 61st Street - Highway 2
Project 701765

On Monday, February 7, 2005 from 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. at Humann Elementary School, 6720
Rockwood Lane, Engineers from the Public Works Department, E & A Consulting Engineers,
The Schemmer Associates, and HWS Consulting Group will be available to answer questions
about the proposed projects.  A brief description of the work is:

• Reconstruction of the existing roadways to urban standards to include curb and
gutter and storm drainage systems.

If you cannot attend and have questions, please feel free to call.

Amy Mickey Kris Humphrey
Public Information Contact Project Manager
E & A Consulting Group City of Lincoln, Engineering Services
(402) 420-7217 (402) 441-7592
Misc 56th & Pine Lake Adv 2 KH tdq.wpd







Joan V Ray

01/21/2005 02:42 PM

To: Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com>
cc:

Subject: Re: Hammons Hotel

Dear Mr. Oenbring:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533

  
Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com>

Dave O 
<daoco@yahoo.com>

01/21/2005 12:39 PM

To: mayor <mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc:

Subject: Hammons Hotel

Dear Council & Mayor:

The city of Lincoln intends to move forward with the condemnation of several local businesses in order to 
make room for a new hotel. It would seem that the members of the Planning Commission and the City 
Council need to be reminded that the powers of eminent domain are limited to the taking of property for 
public use. The fact that a new hotel will generate more tax revenue than a restaurant and convenience 
store should not figure into the equation. If we allow the city to condemn a property simply because 
someone else promises to make a more profitable use of it no home or business will be safe. 

If Mr. Hammons wants the properties in question he is free to negotiate with the owners and upon securing 
their consent purchase them at a fair market price. It is not the place of government, nor is it the right of 
government to take the private property of one person only to convert it to the private property of another. 
Why should the taxpayers of Lincoln pay to line the pocket of a millionaire developer when we can’t even 
finish the work on S 84th Street? These actions and indeed similar actions contemplated throughout the 
Antelope Valley project are not only wrong, they are illegal and unconstitutional.
Where is the money going to come from? The massive Antelope Valley project is already consuming the 
lions share of the roads and parks capital budgets. Meanwhile the city council tells us that if we want to 
flush our toilets or have potholes filled then we had better vote to raise our taxes when the next bond issue 
is proposed. The fact is if the city wasn’t pouring our money into projects such as Antelope Valley, the 
Baseball Stadium and now this hotel we wouldn’t be nearly so far behind on basic infrastructure.

David Oenbring
2630 S 13th St
Lincoln, NE 68502
Cell 402-525-0204
Home 402-474-4300



Joan V Ray

01/24/2005 02:27 PM

To: Fred Freytag <fred@witherbeena.org>
cc:

Subject: Re: Letter of support 48th & O Redevelopment

Dear Mr. Freytag  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Fred Freytag <fred@witherbeena.org>

Fred Freytag 
<fred@witherbeena.or
g>

01/24/2005 02:11 PM

To: City Council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc: Patte Newman <pnewman@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 

jcamp@ci.lincoln.ne.us, ksvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
gfriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jcook@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
amcroy@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject: Letter of support 48th & O Redevelopment

Dear Council Member:

Attached is a letter of support for the redevelopment plan of the 
blighted area at 48th & O Street, Resolution 04R-332. The Witherbee 
Neighborhood is also in support of widening O Street in conjunction with 
developing the blighted area to minimize the impact on new development.

Sincerely

Fred Freytag
President WNA
530 So 38th (10)
435-2465

Visit us at http://www.WitherbeeNA.org

letter of support 48&O.p



Witherbee Neighborhood Association
   Fred Freytag - President 

530 So 38th

Lincoln, NE 68510 

January 24, 2005 

Lincoln City Council

Re: Additional Comments on 48th and O Street Redevelopment Plan Resolution 04R-332

Dear Council Members:

After listening to all of the testimony that was presented last Monday, January10th, our association wishes to add the

following comments.

The issue of controlling the property on the south side of 48th Street. The owner of the property, Mr. Misle, has 

had four years to develop a new use for it.  His last tenant left in October 2002, but had already bought their

new property in March of 2001.  Three or four years should be enough time for a property owner of a large area 

in a prime section of town to either sell it to a new owner or lease it to a new business.  He has not done this.

This has resulted in a degradation of the entire area because the current buildings are unoccupied and not 

maintained.

Diversion. At the August 23rd hearing before the City Council, there was a discussion with this owner or his

representatives about this property on the south side of O Street and how they were going to demolish the

building and start a new development.  At the January 10th hearing all the discussion was about the north side

and the uncertainty of driveway access.  The meeting should have included information from him about the 

south side and the lack of progress in turning it into a useful area.

Conclusion We are anxious for, and eager to support, the guiding hand the City Council and the Urban 

Development department in making this property an asset to the area, instead of dragging it down.  The 

redevelopment of this central area of Lincoln needs to be cohesive and deliberate rather than piecemeal and 

haphazard. How redevelopment is handled can have a positive or negative impact on the surrounding area and 

all of Lincoln (property values, sales tax income and quality of life). They city plans all kinds of things (liquor 

licenses, business zoning, health department expansion, etc.) and it needs to invest strong vision and guidance

here too. The current owner has shown no progress in this.  The evidence is plain.  Drive by and you’ll see a 

deteriorating building with broken and boarded up windows.  The neighborhood demands respect from property

owners and inclusion by developers to build a friendly environment as the development moves forward. With

city involvement this is more likely to happen then if it is left only to private industry.

Sincerely,

Fred Freytag 

President

















Joan V Ray

01/27/2005 11:54 AM

To: "Bruce Christensen" <bchristensen@neb.rr.com>
cc:

Subject: Re: Revenue through January 15

Ms. Rauner:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the Council 
Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Tammy Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:   402-441-6867
Fax:         402-441-6533

"Bruce Christensen" <bchristensen@neb.rr.com>

"Bruce Christensen" 
<bchristensen@neb.rr.
com>

01/27/2005 10:50 AM

To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc:

Subject: Revenue through January 15

[Would you please distribute this to the Council members? Thank you.]
 
I have listened for the last year and a half about how a smoking ban will be good for our 
hospitality industry in Lincoln, and in all honesty, I was hoping that this would prove to be true. 
Perhaps it will be true, eventually. In the meantime, there are few businesses that can take a 
percentage loss of over 10% for long. Most of these establishments have long-term leases that 
cannot be broken, payrolls that must be paid and above all, taxes that must be honored.
 <?xml:namespace prefix = o ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" />
I am tracking 25 bars and bars and grills in Lincoln over the next six months. This information is 
confidential and is submitted to me in percentage form. I have asked these establishments to 
provide the following information for the first two weeks in January, 2005 compared to January, 
2004, then once a month for the next six.
 
Of these establishments, 21 have returned the information at this time and the other four will 
have their information monthly.
 
The average loss was 27% over last year’s income.  A majority of the businesses, (14) have 
losses of revenue from 20% to 36%. Three have losses of 8% to 14%, and four have losses over 
40%. The highest loss was at 52% and the lowest 8%.
 
Two establishments have gone out of business since January 1, 2005, (one bar and grill and one 
restaurant). One of Lincoln’s oldest bars will close at the end of business on February 6 (instead 
of relocating in Lincoln), and January 29 will be the last day of business for another established 
bar and grill. (One more bar has gone out of business, January 25, bringing the count to five 
small businesses) 
 



The bars reflect a greater loss of revenue than the bars and grills. The highest loss reflects a bar 
only and the lowest figure is from a bar and grill. Most on the low end of the losses have access 
to outside (some heated) areas of smoking, a majority of those on the high end of the losses are 
not allowed by the City to have those outside areas.
 
I hope these figures will provide information on the revenue from these establishments and will 
hopefully be followed by a breakdown in sales tax revenue for January, 2005 reflecting these 
categories; restaurants, bars and grills and bars only.All of the statistics that have been thrown at 
the public reflect general sales tax revenue only. Without a breakdown of revenue, there are no 
valid statistics for comparison.
 
In conclusion, I would ask that you view these figures with logic rather than instant skepticism. 
Most of us go to a restaurant to eat; to a bar and grill, perhaps to eat, but primarily to socialize 
(watch a game, celebrate a birthday or event); and finally, to a bar to socialize. Most bars provide 
a social environment for adult drinking (and smoking), they are not restaurants and do not aspire 
to be restaurants. In light of these differences, I would again ask that you view these statistics on 
the basis of category.
 
Thank you,
 
Mary Harris Rauner
1820 Surfside Drive
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